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Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 



ERRORS IN THE PRIOR REJECTION 

Consistent with the Review Requirements for identification of clear errors, 
Applicants note the following: 

L The prior art fails to either teach or suggest an image receiver sheet being 
provided with a cut in a direction substantially perpendicular to a feed/eject 
direction for a paper sheet of the image receiver material in a printer, and 
with a stress relaxing means formed adjacent said cut in said feed/eject 
direction. The reference also fails to teach or suggest the further limitations 
upon the stress relaxing means in the dependent claims. 
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Amdt. Dated December 13, 2005 

Reply to Office Action of October 3, 2005 

REMARKS 
A. The Prior Art Rejection Is Improper 

Applicants respectfully request reconsideration of the Examiner's rejection of claims 
1-11 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a). Examiner has rejected these claims in view of the cited 
prior art reference oiTakada et al. (Japanese Patent Publication No. 10-250240). 

Under Section 2143 of the MPEP, in order to establish a prima facie case of 
obviousness, the Examiner must meet three basic criteria. "First, there must be some 
suggestion or motivation, either in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally 
available to one of ordinary skill in the art, to modify the reference or to combine reference 
teachings. Second, there must be a reasonable expectation of success. Finally, the prior art 
reference (or references when combined) must teach or suggest all the claim limitations." 
MPEP §2143 rev. 3 (August, 2005). Applicants' assert that the Examiner has failed to 
establish a prima facie case of obviousness for at least the reason that the prior art reference 
fails to teach or suggest all of the claim limitations. 

In the last two Office Actions, the Examiner has stated that Takada discloses 
Applicant's invention in the English Abstract and in Paragraph [0004] of the electronic 
translation. Paragraph [0004] merely discloses that a cutting process produces sheets of 
labels, and a half cutting process is performed in order to form the labels on each sheet of 
paper. However, nothing in Takada teaches or suggests the insertion of a "stress-relaxing 
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means" in a paper-feed direction in order to reduce the occurrence of the label releasing 
from the label sheet during printing in advance of the half cut. 

As described in the instant specification at page 9, Fig. 1 depicts a plan view of a 
sheet for thermal transfer recording 1, as typical of an image receiver material of the present 
invention. On a surface of the sheet for thermal transfer recording 1 towards a dye receiver 
layer 6, a half cut 9 is formed to a rectangular profile to permit an image receiver sheet to be 
peeled off to a rectangular shape. In a portion of the half-cut 9, lying in a direction 1 1 
substantially perpendicular to the direction of feeding and ejecting the sheet in a printer, a 
dummy half-cut 10 is provided, as a stress relieving portion, at least ahead of a half-cut 12 
and substantially parallel to the half-cut 12. 

The layered structure of the sheet for thermal transfer recording 1 includes a 
separator 4, made up by a release sheet base material 2 and a layer of a releasing agent 3, 
provided on one side of the release sheet base material 2, and an image receiver sheet 7, 
releasably layered on the separator 4 (Fig. 2). Also, see for example, Figure 3 of the instant 
application which shows a label formed between two cuts 12, and a stress-relaxing means 
(here, a dummy-cut) 10 formed ahead of the label in the feed direction of the printer in 
order to reduce the stress imposed on the label in order to prevent it from being 
unintentionally released As a result of the decrease of stress imposed on the label, the 
chances of the label releasing from the label sheet during printing and causing problems 
with the printer are substantially reduced. 
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Reply to Office Action of October 3, 2005 

Nothing in Takada teaches or suggests the use of a stress relaxing means formed 
adjacent to a cut for releasing the label being printed in a feed direction in order to reduce 
the occurrence of the label lifting off of the sheet and gumming up the printer. There is 
simply no teaching of suggestion whatsoever regarding the specified stress relief structure 
adjacent to the releasing cut. Rather, Takada merely discloses a dye thermal transfer 
receiving sheet wherein the retaining force of an adhesive layer is such that there is caused 
no deviation after a lapse of 24 hours, and the compression modulus of elasticity of the 
separating sheet base is 1800kg/cm2 or less for a thickness of lOOum and the sum of the 
compression modulus of elasticity of the receiving sheet base for a thickness of lOOum and 
the compression modulus of elasticity of the separating sheet base for a thickness of lOOum 
is 2,800 kg/cm2 or less, (See paragraphs [0007] and [0008] and the Solution of the 
Invention section). More specifically, Takada is merely directed to a particular method of 
attaching the separating sheet and the receiving sheet. 

In specific regard to dependent claims 8-11, Applicants submit that the Takada 
reference further fails to disclose a stress-relaxing means formed adjacent a cut of a label to 
be printed in the feed direction of the label sheet, wherein the stress-relaxing means is a 
dummy half-cut, is a dummy quarter-cut, is a plurality of perforations, or is a skim. 

Since nothing in the cited prior art of reference teaches or suggests Applicants' 
novel use of a stress-relaxing means, formed adjacent a cut of a label to be printed in the 
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feed direction of the label sheet, Applicants respectfully request that the 35 U.S.C. §103 
rejection be withdrawn, and all remaining claims placed in condition for allowance. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Date: 




Chicago, Illinois 60603 
Tel: (312)704-1890 
Attorney for Applicants 



page 5 of 5 



PACE 8/0 • RCVD AT 12/31/2005 4:19:03 AM [Eastern Standard Time] • SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-6/24 - DNIS:2738300 ■ CSID:312 704 8137 * DURATION (mnvss):04-08 



